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no space to write. "Suffice it^to say that here too
Dayananda was  perfectly logical and   it is   quite
grotesque to charge him with insincerity because he
held to  and proclaimed  the  doctrine. There  are
always three fundamental entities which we have to
admit and whose relations we have to know if we
would understand existence at all, God, Nature and
the Soul. If, as Dayananda hdd on strong enough
grounds, the Veda reveals to us God, reveals to us
the law of Nature, reveals to us die relations of the
soul to God and Nature, what is it but a revelation
of divine Truth? And if, as Dayananda hdd, it
reveals them to us with a perfect truth, flawlessly,
he might well hold it for an infallible Scripture. The
rest is a question of the method of revelation, of the
divine dealings with our race, of man's psychology
and possibilities. Modern thought, affirming Nature
and Law but denying God, denied also the possibility
of revdation; but so also has it denied many things
which a more modern thought is very busy reaffirm-
ing. We cannot  demand of a great  mind that it
shall make itsdf a slave to vulgarly received opinion
or the transient dogmas of the hour; the very essence
of its greatness is this, that it looks beyond, that it
sees deeper.
In the matter of Vedic interpretation I am con-
vinced that whatever may be the final  complete
rpretation, Dayananda will be honoured as the
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